



1. How could only eight bullets have caused all the 
bullet holes found after the shooting stopped? 

2. How can the eyewitness testimony about the location 
of Sirhan and his gun be reconciled with the 
autopsy report? 

3° Kow can the apparent ballistic differences in the 
bullets found in Senator Kennedy's neck and William 
Y/eisel's stomach be reconciled with the notion 
that all bullets were fired from the same gun? 





Ancillary to these problems is s shroud of additional confusing 
items. These might be unimportant if the central questions were 
resolved, but as matters now stand they add to our misgivings 
and cannot be dismissed. 



-be authorities insist that Sirhan's conviction closed the issues 



wo address today. They hope, however, the 



a no one will rememoer 



m;ac iiinm s case des never -ceen triea on its iteriis. Sirnan s 
lawyers conceded that he had killed Senator Kennedy, but argued 
that be be-, spared the death penalty on the grounds of diminished 
mental capacity. Thus, the Sirhan trial did not deal, at all 
with evidentiary problems. Grant Cooper, the chief defense attor- 
ney, now says that bad he known during the trial what he has since 
learned, he would have conducted a different defense. And Sir- 
han ' s current attorney is planning to seek a legal remedy for 
his client. 



luu cur concern is not a narrow legal one. Sirhan Sirhan was not 



an innocent bystander improperly it 



rii V--L — hr O-ii hfoj. 



. . He was in the pantry 



shooting a .22 revolver at the time in question, and five persons 
were struck by bullets that he fired. 



We believe , however, that the health of the Republic depends on 
finding out the whole truth about events that change it's for- 
tunes so profoundly. That is why we had hoped the authorities, 
confronted with vital questions they could not answer themselves, 
would have wanted to do everything possible to get to the bottom 
of the matter. 



Tnat has not been their rsaccicn, however, and w 



e must new pane 



;o the puDiic. we 



;ne who becomes 



aware of one difficulty of squaring the evidence with the official 
version will quin us in insisting that answerable questions be 
answered honestly, and that scientific evidence be assessed 
scientifically and impartially. 



A 







We offer no. answers today - only questions. .'Sor have we 
any prejudice or preconception about what nay ultimately be 
found to be the whole truth about the assassination of Senator 
Kennedy . Ve, acknowledge our long-tern: error in dismissing 
peremptorily the- possibility of conspiracy when assassinations 
occurred. Official theories of "lone assassins" roust be tested 
as et-aer t decries, even though we, like most Americans, have 
found it more comfortable to accept the official -versions. 



In. short, facts must be determined free of any dogged pre- 
coBimi tmant to any theory. The circumstances of the Robert 
Kennedy assassination must be re-examined by disinterested, 
qualified people if doubts raised by the hard evidence are 
ever to be resolved. The best way to resolve these doubts is 
- o -cmpi erceut imrsdrciteiy .-he measures we have suggested^ 






